Register Ramblings





What is a Multiple Dial?   Part II – My Approach





In the last Ramblings I mentioned a few of the problems that arise when considering how to categorise a Multiple dial.  I take the view that the overriding principle should be to ensure that a Member reading the Register can envisage each of the dial faces from the description and that enough detail will be recorded as a historical record.





Thus in general one may say that, unless there are good reasons for not doing so, each face of any complex ‘multiple’ dial should generally be the subject of a separate report but with a link in the description to ensure that other associated faces are referenced.  Some multiple cube dials however are provided with only limited detail on the various faces and thus may be described on a single form and so classed as a single multiple dial.  





I personally do not feel that the term Diptych dial is very definitive and so, rightly or wrongly, I generally reserve it for ‘book-like’ dials.  On the other hand, faces of some grouped dials may be of a similar design.  In these cases I prefer to use the term ‘paired’ rather than ‘multiple’. It isn’t possible to be dogmatic but the following table illustrates how the present Register is being configured.





Dial type�
Action�
Comment�
�
Cube with one dial on one vertical face only�
Record as a single dial.�
Ensure that the cube format is recorded�
�
Cube dial with dials on two to four vertical faces and possibly on the upper horizontal face too.�
Record as a ‘Multiple Cube’ dial with a single SRN.�
Only under conditions of exceptional detail would each face be given its own SRN.�
�
Cube dial as above but on a pillar of any significant height.�
Record as a ‘Market Cross’ dial with a single SRN.�
Possibly rename this category as ‘Pillar Dial’.�
�
Prism dial with dials on two faces joined at one edge, all on a single stone or mount.�
Record either as a ‘Diptych’ or a multiple dial according to whether the format is of an open book or not.�
A single SRNO applies unless the detail (or differences) are such that the two dials are ‘worthy’ of separate records.�
�
Two dials arranged around the corner of a building or tower.�
Record as two separate dials�
Cross reference the ‘paired’ nature of the dials.�
�
Two dials of similar artistic design at opposite ends of a building whether facing the same or opposite directions.�
Record as two separate dials�
Cross reference their ‘paired’ nature.�
�
More than one dial on a building delineated in different styles or time systems.�
Record as different dials�
Cross reference the common location.�
�



Whilst this sets out the way such dials are now entered there are still many entries in the Register which have still not been so entered.  It is a time consuming process to break out second and subsequent dial identities from what was hitherto recorded as a single dial and so corrective action usually awaits a time when entries are being ‘visited’ or amended for other reasons.





Inevitably there will be some exceptions, like exceptionally ‘worthy’ dials,  where the policy described above does not apply.  I would be pleased to hear from Members of any such or, indeed, of any dial categories which may not obviously be accommodated by the above policy.
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